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and fury that I feel when I hear people sug- 
gest that defense or space contracts be 
awarded on a basis of need rather than 
ability. 

Let me first extend my thanks to you as a 
professional person, not as a constituent, for 
your firm stand against this type of think- 
ing. X realize that In your political position 
It is necessary for you to respond to such 
attacks for purely political reasons and I use 
the word In the most humanistic sense. 
However, having heard you speak, I believe 
you also feel the injustice of such an ap- 
proach. We are all grateful to you for 
speaking up. We hope you will continue to 
do so. 

In April of this year, in our company pub- 
lication, I discussed the subject of geographi- 
cal distribution of Government contracts. I 
am sending you a copy of this publication 
which contains a restrained expression of 
my feelings. Senator Humphrey’s reference 
to the fact that there is more smog out here 
pains me greatly because of its truth; also, 
because of the fact that X honestly believe 
that the solution of that problem is political 
and economic — not technical. 

The reason for the unequal distribution of 
Government contracts geographically, how- 
ever, is due to the “mental smog" in the 
East. The youthful vigor and imaginative 
approach to the technological problems that 
keep our country 6trong is developing in the 
West — not in the EaBt. There is nothing that 
any legislation can do about it. Contractors 
Who obtain work In the East find, in large 
measure, that they have to subcontract a 
great deal of their work to the West anyway. 
The work must flow where the capability 
exists. Anyone w r ho wants to tamper with 
the future security of this country can do 
so if he wants to — but I want no part of it 
and wherever I see such a thing happening 
I want to raise my voice loudly. 

Keep fighting — your cause is Just. 

Very truly yours. 


I THE EMBARGO AGAIN 


A. M. Zarem, 

President. 


AGAINST IMPORTA- 
[ TION OF CUBAN TOBACCO AND 
! THE CIGAR INDUSTRY OF TAMPA 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, the 
embargo imposed last year against fur- 
ther importation of Cuban tobacco had a 
very serious impact on that sizable por- 
tion of the cigar industry of Tampa, Fla., 
by which for 75 years the “All-Havana” 
cigar was perfected and marketed 
throughout the United States. Sudden 
loss of its source of supply caused wide- 
spread economic hardship on both man- 
agement and cigar factory workers, not 
to mention serious dislocations in indus- 
tries associated with the production, 
packaging, labeling and marketing of 
all-Havana cigars. 

Being the good Americans which they 
are, the Tampa all-Havana tobacco man- 
agement people and workers accepted 
the embargo as a necessary step in our 
Nation’s fight against communism in 
Cuba, even though the burden of it 
rested heavily upon them and their 
families. 

It is greatly to their credit that these 
people refused defeat by a bad situation 
not of their making and completely be- 
yond their control. On the contrary, 
they immediately cast about for new 
ways to keep their plants open by devel- 
oping new products to substitute for the 
exclusive ones which they produced for so 
many years. This has been an excellent 


example of labor-management coopera- 
tion and all concerned are due the high- 
est commendations for the way they have 
gone about overcoming a serious handi- 
cap. 

Today each Senator will have delivered 
to his office a complimentary package of 
the new cigar which one of the leading 
manufacturers in Tampa has developed 
as a substitute for the “All-Havana” 
cigar by using a combination of domestic 
and other tobaccos. These are presented 
through Senator Smathers and myself 
with the hope that devotees of the pas- 
time will find the new cigars enjoyable. 
Those who do not smoke may, if they 
wish, pass the cigars along to a friend 
who does. 

I again point to this product as an 
example of American genius and intia- 
tive which was bora in adversity but 
from what I can hear has a bright future 
before it in spite of the heavy existing 
competition with which it is confronted. 


NEW THREAT— RED BASES IN 
MOROCCO 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, in this 
historical moment Americans are strug- 
gling with the threat of a Soviet base of 
operations 90 miles from their shore. 
Not even having finished his Cuban in- 
cursion, Khrushchev is already spreading 
feelers into another strategic location; 
namely. North Africa. The country in 
question is Morocco. Soviet bases, 
strategically placed there, could easily 
control the entrance to the Mediterran- 
ean Sea. They could also threaten our 
bases in Spain and our fleet now located 
in the Mediterranean. News about these 
Soviet attempts are disturbing; we need 
a firm policy to counter this Soviet probe. 

Mr. President, in the 1950’s the United 
States spent $400 million to construct a 
complex of air bases in Morocco. But 
since then, the Moroccan Government 
has pressured the United States into 
evacuating one of those bases already 
and into planning to evacuate all of them 
by the end of 1963. Latest reports in- 
dicate that the Soviet aim seems to be 
to use evacuated American bases for 
their own airplanes. Such an occurrence 
would be a catastrophic failure of our 
policy in Morocco. 

Mr. President, I now ask for unani- 
mous consent that this highly disturb- 
ing report be printed in the Record. • The 
story appears in the current issue of U.S. 
News & World Report. 

There being no objection, the report 
was ordered to be printed. in the Record, 
as follows: 

New Threat — Bed Bases in Morocco 

Rabat, Morocco, — Here in Morocco, as in 
Cuba, Khrushchev's Russia is breaking out 
of the bonds of “containment” to threaten 
an area vital to the Western World. 

The United States in the 1950’s constructed 
a complex of big air bases here at a cost of 
$400 million. 

Under pressure from the Moroccan Gov- 
ernment, which gained Its Independence in 
1956, the United States has evacuated one of 
those bases and by the end of 1963 will have 
evacuated all of them. 

As the United States moves out, Russia Is 
making highly effective efforts to move In, 


ON THE WHARVES 

Soviet arms now are being delivered to 
Morocco by the shipload, under an agreement 
recently signed by Moscow. 

Russian jet planes, sold to Morocco, al- 
ready are parked on the U.S.-built base that 
Is now operated by Moroccans. 

Soviet bases Inside Morocco may he next. 
At this time, negotiations are underway on 
a Russian proposal to build — 

A submarine base on the Moroccan coast 
at Alhucemas, just 20 miles from Gibraltar. 

A shipyard, capable of building ships of 
up to 10,000 tons, in Tangier. 

This Soviet offer, if accepted by the Mo- 
roccan Government, would give the Russians 
a firm toehold at the most vulnerable part 
of the Mediterranean. 

There, installations built and operated by 
Russians would be witbin a few miles of the 
British base guarding the entrance of the 
Mediterranean at Gibraltar, and of the U.S. 
naval base at Rota, on the coast of Spain. 

Any Soviet bases in this area also would 
be within easy range of the American com- 
plex of air bases in Spain. With submarines, 
the Russians could threaten as well the major 
U.S. fleet now based In the Mediterranean. 

Whether Morocco’s 33-year-old King Has- 
san II will go along with this latest Soviet 
proposal is still unclear. Western diplomats 
here are hoping that the Moroccans’ pride 
in independence will keep them from agree- 
ing to a new set of foreign bases. Soviet 
success In recent months In breaking the 
bonds of containment in this area, however, 
has been efficient and effective. So U.S. ob- 
servers here are taking nothing for granted. 

TONS OP “HARDWARE’’ 

As of now, evidence of Soviet activity is 
apparent in growing stockpiles of Russian- 
made arms in Morocco. 

Soviet freighters, laden with weapons and 
vehicles, have been putting In at Casablanca 
for the past 5 months. 

As In Cuba, unloading operations have 
been conducted finder tight security guard, 
with the dock sealed off, and the movement 
of arms from the port made almost entirely 
at night. 

Shipments have included Soviet tanks, 
tons of small arms, artillery, military trucks, 
antitank guns, helicopters, ammunition, 
even small naval vessels. 

Several dozen late-model Soviet jet planes 
have been shipped in, too. Including at least 
16 MIG-17’s. 

Some Soviet submarines are reported to 
have been transferred to the Moroccans. 
This report is not confirmed, but such a 
transfer could be used to justify the Russian 
offer to build a sub base for Morocco. 

At least four sizable Russian freighters 
have been involved in these recent arms 
shipments. Each is estimated to carry about 
7,000 tons of munitions per trip. 

TRANSPOETS FROM UNITED STATES 

While Russia has been shipping in these 
major quantities of arms and equipment for 
Morocco’s 35,000-man armed force, the 
United States has limited its aid largely to 
transport planes. 

To compete with this Soviet arms aid, the 
United States is offering now to double or 
triple its military and economic aid to 
Morocco, at a time when the Moroccans are 
acquiring the air bases and housing facilities 
on which America has spent hundreds of 
millions. 

Reason for this growing U.S. concern is not 
hard to find. 

Since the death of King Mohammed In 
1961, Moroccan dealings with Russia have 
become open, frequent, and increasingly 
productive. Soviet technical missions have 
been here almost continuously. Russia’s 
Defense Minister Malinovsky and a Soviet 
military mission headed by Marshal Soko- 
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lovsky have visited Rabat. Morocco's de 
fense chiefs have been in Moscow, end there 
signed military agreements. 

Morocco, in other words, is gettirg in- 
tensive Soviet effort and attention at this 
time. This effort is beginning to pay off, 
despite occasional setbacks for the Russians. 
The big prize, still sought, will be air and 
sea bases available to the Soviets in this end 
of the Mediterranean. 

With effective bases here, planes and ships 
from Morocco could dominate tie iyest’s 
supply lines to the Mediterranean, ft sub- 
marine base at the narrow entrance to this 
inland sea could be particularly handy. 

U.S. -BUILT EASES FOR REDS’ 

A related Soviet aim appears now to be an 
understanding with King Hassan II! that 
would permit Russian planes to use the big, 
American-built air bases here, thus threat- 
ening U.S. bases in Spain. 

Soviet successes, kept largely under cover 
thus far', now are coming out in the open 
with an attempt to get actual bases in 
Morocco, In this vital area, the threat is 
becoming increasingly clear. 


ARTHUR KROCK AND THE MONROE 
DOCTRINE 

Mr, HUMPHREY. Madam President, 
on September 20, in the course of the 
debate on the so-called Cuba resolution — 
Senate Joint Resolution 230—1 inserted 
in the Record a column from this New 
York Times of September 18 by Mr. 
Arthur Krock. I also set forth my rea- 
sons for thinking Mr. Krock was mis- 
taken to single me out as an administra- 
tion spokesman who was interpreting our 
current policy toward Cuba more can- 


I am nevertheless flattered that he saw 
my position in a favorable light. I am 
neither so dogmatic nor so ungrateful as 
to reject a compliment from an individ- 
ual whose professional qualifications and 
achievements I so much respect and ad- 
mire. 

I have just received a letter from 
Arthur Krock enclosing what he de- 
scribes as “a most realistic and informed 
presentation of the thesis of your recent 
speech to the Senate and your letter to 
the New York Times” which was pub- 
lished on September 24. The author of 
the enclosure is a retired military officer 
who for obvious reasons does not wish 
to be identified. Mr. Krock observes that 
I might wish to revert to this subject in 
any subsequent remarks on the floor of 
the Senate. 

Indeed, I am highly pleased to share 
this memorandum with Senators at the 
earliest opportunity after receiving Mr. 
Krock’s letter. The memorandum is 
permeated with the clear logic of a man 
-Who has received a military education 
and who has remained a sensitive stu- 
dent of world history. I commend his 
observations unreservedly to the Mem- 
bers of this body. There can be no dis- 
agreement between Arthur Krock and 
myself concerning its merits. Nor do I 
hesitate to reaffirm my respect for the 
eloquence and the basic truth of Mr. 
Krock’s own articles on the subject: 
Observations on the Monroe Doctrine- 

Yesterday and Today (Author Anony- 
mous) 


I suggest a reprint of Secretary Olney’s 
dispatch to the British in the Venezuela in- 
cident of our youth. It shows so clearly 
our autocratic stand on the Monroe Doctrine, 
not so very long ago in time but immeas- 
urably distant in international relations. 


THE CHIEF OF IMMIGRATION 

Mr. WILLIAMS of New Jersey. Mr. 
President, too often we accept the dedi- 
cated services of our most able public 
servants as a matter of course. And yet, 
within our Federal service are many in- 
dividual men and women who give gen- 
erously of their experience, understand- 
ing, and time in order to do a job far be- 
yond the average. Many of the persons 
in our Immigration and Naturalization 
Service fit that description: they per- 
form their daily work with sympathy and 
expert knowledge; they help other per- 
sons who would otherwise be over- 
whelmed by the technicalities and for- 
malities that so often occur with entry 
to a new nation. 

A tribute was paid in the August 30 
edition of the Record, Hackensack, N.J., 
to one of these workers. He is Mr. Domi- 
nick F. Rinaldi, director of the Newark 
office of the Immigration and Naturali- 
zation Service. He is therefore respon- 
sible for all aliens entering or residing 
in the State. The article describes his 
philosophy toward his work and some of 
the methods he uses to accomplish it. I 
think that his performance is typical of 
others in the Service. I ask unanimous 
consent to have the article printed in 
the Record. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 

Chief of Immigration Needs Varied Talent 

As director of the Newark office of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, 
Dominick F. Rinaldi, of Closter, must assume 
daily the various roles of economist, diplo- 
mat, judge, and humanitarian. 

He must consider economy when the in- 
flux of a group of immigrants might endan- 
ger our domestic economy. He must wield 
tact and diplomacy in accepting or rejecting 
the entrance of immigrants. And since he 
often has the final word on entrance per- 
mits, extensions of residence, and deporta- 
tion decisions, he must employ the delicacy 
of both a judge and humanitarian. 

After 21 years of work with the Service, 
Rinaldi can boast of a wealth of experience 
in each of these fields. He began his career 
with a position in the Service’s Detroit office. 
From there he went to Rome where he was 
offlcer-in-charge of an area covering northern 
Italy, Spain, Portugal, Malta, the Azores, and 
Africa. 

His most recent assignment before coming 
to Newark was an assistant deputy director 
of the New York district. 

TASK IS COMPLEX 

The Newark office is responsible for all 
aliens entering or residing in the State. This 
involves initial checking of their papers upon 
entry to the country, granting permission to 
extend residence, reviewing applications for 
citizenship, and investigating the activity of 
aliens residing here. 

An alien wishing to enter the country for 
a longer period than a travel visa would allow 
must first register his intention with the U.S. 
Consulate nearest his native town where he 
is placed on a quota list. Receiving priority 
on this list are those with special skills or 
education. Many American companies re- 
cruit chemists, engineers, and skilled crafts- 
men from abroad and if these workers meet 


didly than the administration itself was 
prepared to dQ. My position is that mid- 
20th century circumstances have modi- 
fied one portion of the Monroe Doctrine — 
namely, our stated determination to re- 
main aloof from European affairs. Time 
and changing world conditions have 
drastically altered this resolve, but they 
have not altered our determination to 
resist Communist encroachments any- 
where in the world and especially in the 
Western Hemisphere. Factors outside 
the control of the Kennedy admiiiistra- 
tion have accounted for any formal mod- 
ification of the Monroe Doctrine which 
may have taken place. The President’s 
statement of September 13, therefore, 
which I referred to as the ‘Kennedy 
Doctrine,” served as a necessary supple- 
ment to our understanding of the current 
applicability of the Monroe Doctrine. 

Nevertheless, I should regret it very 
much if my remarks were interpreted as 
a fundamental disagreement with Mr. 
Krock’s main argument. As I under- 
stand it, Mr. Krock was sayir.g, in his 
column of September 18 and in his sub- 
sequent article of September 20, that a 
de facto modification of the Monroe Doc- 
trine had taken place and that this was 
wholly justifiable under present-day cir- 
cumstances. If anyone felt that I was 
attacking Mr. Krock’s judgmenl, and per- 
ception, then let me set the record 
straight without further ado. 1! meant it 
when I said that I have the highest re- 
spect for Arthur Krock. He is the dean 
of our commentators on the bedrock 
issues of ffie United States in world af- 
fairs. If he misinterpreted my role as 
a spokesman on U.S. policy toward Cuba, 


Of course the Monroe Doctrine is ruptured. 
It was 100 years ago, by Napoleon. Then, 
-as now, we were constrained from acting. 
Then by internal danger, today by external. 
But in the end Sheridan’s army on the Rio 
Grande, backing Juarez’s guerrillas (they 
were hardly more) restored the balance. 

But can the Monroe Doctrine in its literal 
terms, be successfully invoked In these days? 
I amused myself the other day by noting, in 
parallel columns, the controlling factors as 
they were in 1823 and In 1962. Their diver- 
gence Is startling. Our military strength, for 
Instance — insignificant In 1823: appallingly 
strong in 1962. The oceans — strong shields 
for us in 1823: weak and even menacing in 
1962. The Latin American — a weak chick In 
1823, Just out of his colonial shell: a fighting 
cock in 1962, proud, very jealous of his in- 
dependence and his own right to maintain it. 
And so on for other controlling factors — the 
British Navy; our commitments in the Old 
World; our agreements in the new; and, per- 
haps the most astonishing of all, war itself. 

The Kennedy doctrine, I take it, lays down 
military offensive as the threat to our peace 
and safety. This of course Is quite another 
thing from the extension of European sys- 
tems condemned by the Monroe Doctrine. 
It really means that hereafter we play it by 
ear. For there will no longer be a definite 
line a foreign power must not cross. All 
military forces are now offensive, or po- 
tentially so. The purely defensive forms — 
the Maginot Lines and the heavy seacoast 
forts — are things of the past. This is a 
period in which the offensive Is overwhelm- 
ingly stronger than the defensive. They 
have alternated In supremacy, as you know, 
throughout military history. Only some 4S 
years ago the defensive superiority kept great 
armies In their trenches, and fleets secure in 
their harbors throughout a long world war. 
But who can now foresee the overthrow of the 
offensive in this atomic and space age? The 
Kennedy doctrine must be Invoked, not on 
fact but on a nice Judgment of balanced 
factors. 
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kind of WjHperafion that there ought to 
be between Government and business in 
the field, in country after country. 

Our commercial attaches in the em- 
bassies should be working with our busi- 
ness concerns in obtaining new markets. 
Every one of the facilities of this Gov- 
ernment relating to foreign trade should 
be coordinated at the embassy level. 

■ This means that our ambassadors, 
while they may be very well experienced 
in the field of normal diplomacy, must 
also have some sense of awareness about 
economic development and the improve- 
ment and expansion of our economy. I 
am not one of those who believe that 
diplomacy can consist merely of the 
niceties related to what we call the tradi- 
tional diplomatic operations. An am- 
bassador in charge of an embassy of the 
United States today must understand 
economic development. He must under- 
stand foreign trade. He must, in a sense, 
be a manager. He must in a sense be 
, a director of a great multiple operation. 
We expect our ambassadors to be not 
merely striped pants diplomats — all that 
is required, of course; and I do not 
deprecate the necessity of an ambassa- 
dor being, a good diplomat in the formal 
sense of that term— but he must also be 
a go-getter; he must be a coordinator; 
he must be a worker with every one of 
the economic areas of our Government 
and of our Nation. 

I ask unanimous consent that an ar- 
ticle published in the Washington Post, 
of September 25, 1962, be printed in the 
Record at this point. 

The article discusses the speech made 
by Robert V. Roosa, Treasury Under Sec- 
retary for Monetary Affairs, in which he 
warned, at Atlantic City, in addressing 
the convention of the American Bank- 
ers’ Association, that restoration of world 
confidence in the U.S. dollar must not 
give rise to “vain hopes that mere mone- 
tary reform" can substitute for basic 
measures” in wiping out the red ink on 
this country's international transactions. 

Then Mr. Roosa went on to tell some 
simple truths. He said that this coun- 
try must get to work to expand its trade 
and develop new markets. I congratu- 
late him and the Treasury Department 
for this forthright expression. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 

More Exports Urged for Dollar Safety 

Atlantic City, N.J., September 26. — Robert 
V. Roosa, Treasury Under Secretary for Mone- 
tary Affairs, warned today that restoration of 
world confidence In the U.S. dollar must not 
give rise to “vain hopes that mere monetary 
reform can substitute for basic measures” In 
wiping out the red Ink on this country’s 
International transactions. 

“To sink back into complacency would be 
to undermine all our very real achievements 
to date,” Roosa told the annual convention 
of the American Bankers Association here. 

Roosa, who at a meeting of International 
bankers last week was given much of the 
credit for ending the dollar crisis, said that 
progress In defending the dollar has been 
gratifying. But, he said, It does not mean 
that “any of us can slacken in any way the 
drive toward getting this country's interna- 
tional accounts into balance.” 

The Treasury official put in a strong plea 
for the administration’s proposal to grant a 
7-percent tax credit for business Investment 


and for an overall reduction in the tax 
structure to enable this country to compete 
more effectively In world markets. 

“We simply cannot afford to carry on In- 
definitely, In this competitive world, with a 
tax structure that dulls initiative and brings 
the economy at levels well below its full po- 
tential," he said. 

Roosa said the real challenge to overcom- 
ing this Nation’s balance-of-paymente deficit 
Is a further rise In business exports. He said 
it Is realistic to aim for an export rise “not 
in hundreds of millions but In billions” 
within the next 2 years. 

Roosa said that the recent cooperation of 
foreign central banks in shoring up the de- 
fenses of the dollar was done on the convic- 
tion that this country will not drag its feet 
in putting its own financial house in order. 

Exhibit I. — Financing authorized by 
Eximbank 


(In millions ot dollars] 


Category 

1958 

1959 

1900 

1901 

1 1962 

Project loans 

609 

347 

511 

416 

55 5 

Emergency foreign trade 






loans„. 

258 

163 

130 

353 

2 500 

Exporter credits and guar- 






an tees 

24 

3 

99 

132 

3 459 

Agricultural commodity 






loans. 

73 

36 ; 

44 

64 

3. 

Subtotal — . 

904 

549 : 

■Rf 

CO 

965 

1,517 

Short-term political risk 










130 


Comprehensive short-term 






insurance. FICA (since 











331 





130 

331 

Total 

964 

549 

784 

1,095 

1, 848 


i 6 months. 

a Inpludes standby stabilization credit to Canada of 
$400 million. 

> Includes small percentage of short-term political risk 
guarantees authorized prior to beginning of F1CA opera- 
tions in February. 


matchless Indiana dunes. As Secretary of 
Interior Udall wrote to the Bureau, if the 
port is constructed, “the possibility of es- 
tablishing a unit of the National Park Sys- 
tem In this area of Lake Michigan will be 
foreclosed for all time." 

The Indiana dunes are a natural treasure 
of a unique kind. They stretch for a few 
miles along the lake and contain, as in a 
living laboratory, the whole geological and 
biological history of the struggle between 
billowing dunes, forest and water. What 
makes the dunes especially precious is the 
location within easy access of the Chicago 
metropolitan area, thereby providing a re- 
creational area for a densely populated 
region. 

But an essential strip of the dunes belongs 
to the National and Bethlehem Steel com- 
panies. Plans are underway for Intensive in- 
dustrial development that would wipe out 
the dunes and spoil a small State park al- 
ready located In the area. Legislative ef- 
forts to save the dunes have failed in good 
part because Indiana political leaders find 
it hard to resist the slogan “payrolls, not 
picnics.” But the verdict in Indiana is far 
from unanimous. Representative Ray J. 
Madden of adjoining (and industrial) Lake 
County 1b for saving the dunes, as is the 
Steelworkers Union. 

In his conservation message of February 28, 
President Kennedy called for the creation of 
a National Lakeshore Park in northern In- 
diana. Some 260,000 persons have petitioned 
to Congress to save the dunes. But thus far 
all this has been to no avail and the Federal 
Government seems about to spend $26.6 mil- 
lion to build a harbor in the middle of the 
dunes. The doubts remain. Is it really too 
late to consider alternate sites In Michigan 
City or Lake County? Is It impossible to 
build a ship canal that would place the 
harbor Inland and spare the dunes? 

Before the Bureau makes its final judg- 
ment, surely one final reappraisal is In order 
to determine whether Indiana could have 
Its steel plants and still let the public have 
the dunes. 


INDIANA DUNES 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, on 
Sunday, September 23, the Washington 
Post carried an editorial entitled “Shore- 
line Tragedy” in which it urged that the 
administration and Congress save the 
Indiana dunes and not allow a port, har- 
bor, and steel mills to be built in the mid- 
dle of these most beautiful and unique 
dunes. As Carl Sandburg has said: 

The dunes are to the Midwest what the 
Grand Canyon is to Arizona and Tosemlte Is 
to California. They constitute a signature 
of time and eternity: Once lost the loss 
would be Irrevocable. 

This morning’s New York Times con- 
tinues its public-spirited efforts in be- 
half of an adequate national park in the 
dunes with an excellent editorial state- 
ment of the need for the Army Engineers 
and the Budget Bureau to desist from ef- 
forts to destroy the dunes. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that these superb editorials appear 
in the body of the Record at this point 
in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the editorials 
were ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
ord, as follows: 

[From the Washington Post, Sept. 23, 1962] 
Shoreline Tragedy 

Reportedly, Bureau of the Budget approval 
Is imminent for the Burns Ditch Harbor on 
Lake Michigan. This Is melancholy news, 
because It could spell the end of any hope 
for a national seashore area Incorporating the 


[From the New York Times, Sept. 26, 1962] 
Indiana Dunes Can Be Saved 

Senator Paul H. Douglas and others work- 
ing to save the Indiana dunes from indus- 
trial obliteration have pointed out that there 
are better ways and better places to provide 
a deepwater port for northern Indiana than 
by dredging out a site In the heart of the 
dunes. The U.S. Corp of Engineers has de- 
clined to study the alternatives and is now 
asking the Budget Bureau, an arm of the 
White House, to give Its approval to this de- 
structive project. 

Last February, In his widely applauded 
conservation message to Congress, President 
Kennedy called for creation of an Indiana 
Dupes National Lakeshore. If the President 
meant what he said, he will direct the corps 
to ignore the pressures being exerted by some 
Indiana politicians and by the steel com- 
panies that own land In the dunes and to 
come up with a plan that will save this Ir- 
replaceable shoreline recreational area. It 
is still possible to save it if there is a desire 

InATO AND THE SOVIET BUILDUP 
IN CUBA 

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, a 
UPI dispatch by Stewart Hensley in 
this morning’s press indicates that some 
of our allies still have to be shown that 
they cannot differentiate between a 
Communist threat on their borders and 
a Communist threat elsewhere in the 
world. 

According to the reported views of 
Norwegian Foreign Minister Halvard 
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Lange, Cuba Is essentially an “American 
problem.” He concedes that It might 
eventually "develop into a problem for 
the free world,” but until it does he sees 
no possibility of interfering with the 
long-range charters under which Nor- 
wegian vessels carry supplies between 
the Soviet bloc and Cuba. 

Mr. President, Norway is one of the 
stanchest of our partners in the North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization. Norway 
entered this alliance because her experi- 
ence with Nazi Germany taught her that 
dictators do not respect a unilateral dec- 
laration of neutrality. Her commitment 
to the Western Alliance has not sat well 
with some elements of her population, 
yet for years she has maintained the 
faith and has shouldered tire common 
burden — often in the face of c 'ude and 
violent threats and pressure i’rom the 
Soviet Union. Moreover, shipping is the 
very lifestream of Norwegian economic 
health, and it will be particularly im- 
portant if, for one reason or another, 
Norway should be excluded from the Eu- 
ropean Common Market. It is my hope 
and plea that the inner six — the EEC — 
shall include all of the outer seven— 
EFTA. 

Having said this, Mr. President, I want 
to register my firm disagreement with 
the reasoning attributed to the Nor- 
wegian Foreign Minister, A man for 
whom I entertain the highest respect. 
Cuba, Mr. President, is alreiidy a prob- 
lem for the whole free world. To the 
extent that our allies either directly or 
indirectly contribute to the longevity of 
the Castro regime, to the extent that 
they help the Soviets bolster the sag- 
ging Cuban economy and defenses, they 
are undermining the position of the 
United States and are contributing to 
the entrenchment of communism. This 
surely is not a matter of indifference to 
them. The Secretary of State unques- 
tionably has plenty of arguments, backed 
by solid and sufficient evidence, for the 
NATO governments to bring pressure to 
bear so as to halt these injurious prac- 
tices. The -Secretary of Stste also has 
the full and explicit backing of Congress 
in his discussions with our allies. 

I urge him to continue those discus- 
sions. I am confident that he will pur- 
sue this master with the utmost energy 
and persistence. I am likewise confident 
that he will achieve mutually satisfac- 
tory results. This is little enough to ask 
of our friends in view of the worldwide 
commitments which we have undertaken 
in their behalf; it is little encugb in view 
of our determination to solve the Cuban 
menace almost 100 percent through our 
own efforts. Alljhat we require is rec- 
ognition of the "fact that Cuba is 90 
miles from the NATO defense perimeter, 
not merely 90 miles from the continental 
United States. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have printed at this point in the 
Record an excellent editorial entitled 
“Challenge to the Free,” published in 
the Washington Star of September 25, 
1962; and an article entitled “Rusk Re- 
ported Unable to Get Norway to Halt 
Ships to Cuba,” written by Stewart Hen- 
sley, and published in the Washington 
Post of September 26, 1962. 

There being no objection, Ihe editorial 


and article were ordered to be printed 
in the Record, as follows : 

[From the Washington Evening Stax, Sept. 

215, 1962] 

Challenge to the Free 

Although he has met with little success so 
far. Secretary of State Busk Is continuing his 
efforts to persuade the free maritime coun- 
tries — particularly our NATO allies — to coop- 
erate with the United States in clamping 
down on strategic shipments to Communist 
Cuba. 

To that end, during his current visit to 
New York for the 17th session of the United 
Nations General Assembly, Mr. Rusk will 
have a series of conversations with numerous 
Western foreign ministers. The first of these 
talks has been with Britain's Lord Home, and 
although the latter Is said to have been less 
than positive In his response, the Secretary 
apparently feels that the gentle art of per- 
suasion may yet pay off In the form of effec- 
tive allied action against the Havana 
tyranny. 

At any rate, as Mr. Rusk has. made clear, 
what the United States seeks is a program 
under which the following would happen: 
(1) Countries like Canada, Britain, West 
Germany, and Greece would stop exporting 
to Cuba such things as machinery, chemi- 
cals, and industrial raw materials. And (2) 
the governments of the Atlantic community 
would dissuade their shipping Interests from 
chartering vessels to carry Soviet cargoes and 
technlcans to Havana. Essentially the same 
measures have been advocated by the Ameri- 
can Merchant Marine Institute, which repre- 
sents management, and by our top maritime 
labor leaders, who have urged unionized sea- 
men throughout the free world to refuse to 
sail any ships headed with strategic goods for 
the Kremlin’s menacing new base In the 
Western Hemisphere. 

However, although West Germany has In- 
dicated a favorable attitude, the general 
NATO reaction to Mr. Rusk’s proposals has 1 
been largely negative up to now. Britain and 
a number of our other allies have suggested, 
for example, that the United States takes too 
grim a view of Cuba, Further, they have In- 
timated that their domestic laws, and the 
fact that they maintain diplomatic relations 
with Fidel Castro's Kremlin-serving dicta- 
torship, make It difficult for them to engage 
In an embargo on Cuban trade. So Mr. Rusk, 
wholly apart from his cheerless meetings 
with Soviet Foreign Minister Gromyko, has 
his work ctit out for him in New York. 

First of all, he must try to shatter the 
complacency of some of our allies by making 
clear that the threat in Cuba, In Its poten- 
tials at least, Is indeed most grave, not mere - 
ly for us, but for the entire free world. And 
second, while putting emphasis on this real - 
ity, he must convince the British and others 
that unless they Join us In cutting down on 
strategic shipments to Havana, they will be 
bolstering Castro’s wobbly economy. As a 
result, in turn, they will 'be strengthening 
the Kremlin’s grip on the Island, paving the 
way for further Red subversion In Latin 
America, and thus striking another serious 
blow against the West’s global position. 

In these circumstances, It Is hard to un- 
derstand why our allies take what seems to 
be an altogether cavalier view. What Is hap- 
pening in Cuba is not, an Inconsequential 
comic opera; on the contrary, it Involves a 
supremely provocative display of naked So- 
viet power In one of the West’s most sensi- 
tive areas. The challenge in that respect 
Is not to Americans alone, but to freemen 
everywhere. 

[From the Washington Post, Sept. 26, 1962] 
Rusk Reported Unable To Get Norway To 
Halt Ships to Cuba 
(By Stewart Hensley) 

New York, September 24. — Secretary of 
State Dean Rusk tried today to persuade 


NATO ally Norway to help the trusted States 
Isolate Communist Cuba but apparently 
made no headway. 

Norwegian Foreign Minister Halvard Lange 
told newsmen, after a 55-minute conference 
with Rusk on this and other matters, that 
his government viewed Cuba as essentially 
an “American problem.” He acknowledged, 
however, that It might “develop Into a prob- 
lem for the free world.” 

Lange said that Norwegian ships engaged 
in the trade between the Soviet bloc and 
Cuba were on long-term charters to the 
Communists and his government had “no 
control” over them. 

Lange and Rusk, according to U.S. officials, 
covered a wide variety of international mat- 
ters, Including Berlin and European se- 
curity.. They actually put in more time on 
Berlin than anything else, presumably in 
preparation for Rusk’s critical Tuesday 
luncheon conference with Soviet Foreign 
Minister Andrei Gromyko on East-West dif- 
ferences. 

Assistant Secretary of State for Public Af- 
fairs Robert Manning said the Rusk-Gro- 
myko meeting would not be confined ex- 
clusively to Berlin or any other single issue. 
He disclosed, however, that Rusk has called 
his special assistant on Berlin, Martin Hll- 
lenbrand, here from Washington to sit In on 
the meeting at the Waldorf Towers. 

Berlin was also on the agenda for discus- 
sion by Rusk and Belgian Foreign Minister 
Paul-Henrl Spaak at a midafternoon con- 
ference. But the principal issue was the 
Gongo, where both countries axe supporting 
United Nations efforts to Integrate break- 
away Katanga Province Into the central gov- 
ernment headed by Cyrille Adoula. U.S. 
Ambassador to the United Nations Adlal 
Stevenson participated In the meeting with 
Spaak, as did Undersecretary of State for 
Political Affairs George C. McGhee. 

Other highlights of Rusk’s day Included a 
luncheon conference as the guest of Japa- 
nese Foreign Minister Masayoshi Ohlsha and 
a meeting with Luxembourg Foreign Minis- 
ter Eugene Schaus. 

Rusk and Ohlsha discussed United States 
and Japanese relations with the European 
Common Market, Japan’s efforts to restore 
normal relations with South Korea and To- 
kyo's continuing pressure for return of the 
American-held Ryukyu Islands. 

Tonight Rusk gave a dinner In his hotel 
suite for about a dozen persons in honor of 
Afghanistan Foreign Minister Prince Mo- 
hamed Naim. 

Rusk said he did not think he would com- 
ment at this time on Lange’s assertion, simi- 
lar to one made yesterday by British officials, 
that Cuba was primarily an American prob- 
lem. He told newsmen, In response to ques- 
tions, that he had nothing to say on this Is- 
sue right now. 

Lange said that Norwegian ships engaged 
in trade between Soviet bloc nations and 
Cuba were not carrying arms, ammunition or 
other highly strategic goods “so far as we 
know.” 

Although Rusk would not discuss the mat- 
ter publicly, American officials privately made 
no secret of the fact that they disagree 
heartily with the British and Norwegian 
contention that Cuba Is essentially a U.S. 
problem. 

(The British doubt a U.S. premise that 
Castro’s government can be made to col- 
lapse by economic strangulation, Lewis B. 
Fleming of the Los Angeles Times reported 
from the United Nations. 

(The British believe that such a policy 
could not work short of acts of war like 
forcefully Interfering with shipments to 
Cuba. And the British would oppose such 
action. 

(American proposals for a cessation of 
trade with Cuba are regarded as useless 
by the British, who point out that Cuba’s 
needs can easily be met by shipments from 
other nations even If all the NATO allies 
were to enter Into an agreement.) 
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Rusk, here for a 10-day series of consulta- 
tion? with Allied, neutralist, and Commu- 
nist foreign ministers, has several sessions 
scheduled for Tuesday In addition to that 
with Gromyko. 


THE CALENDAR 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of bills on 
the Calendar beginning with Calendar 
No. 2088, Senate Joint Resolution 208, 
and continuing through Calendar No. 
2092, House Concurrent Resolution 474. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 


THE 150TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
BATTLE OF LAKE ERIE 
The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 208) to 
establish a Commission to develop and 
execute plans for the celebration of the 
150th anniversary of the Battle of Lake 
Erie, and for other purposes was con- 
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America 
In Congress assembled. That (a) there Is 
hereby established a commission to be known 
as the “Battle of Lake Erie Sesquicentennlal 
Celebration Commission” (hereinafter re- 
ferred to as the “Commission”) which shall 
be composed of thirteen members as follows : 

(1) Pour members who shall be Members 
of the Senate, to be appointed by the Pres- 
ident of the Senate (two of whom shall be 
from the State of Ohio) ; 

(2) Four members who shall be Members 
of the House of Representatives, to be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives (two of whom shall be from 
the State of Ohio) ; 

(3) One representative of the Department 
of the Interior who shall be designated by 
the Secretary of the Interior and who shall 
serve as executive officer of the Commission; 
and 

(4) Pour members to be appointed by the 
President of the United States. 

(b) The President Bhall, at the time of 
appointment, designate one of the members 
appointed by him to serve as Chairman. The 
members of the Commission shall receive no 
salary. 

(c) Any vacancy In the Commission shall 
not affect its powers, but shall be filled in 
the same manner In which the original 
appointment waB made. 

Sec. 2. The functions of the Commission 
shall be to develop and to execute suitable 
plans for the celebration, in 1903, of the 
one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the 
Battle of. Lake Erie. 

Sec. 3. The Commission may employ, with- 
out regard to the civil service laws or the 
Classification Act of 1949, such employees as 
may be necessary in carrying out its func- 
tions. 

Sec. 4. (a) The Commission Is authorized 
to accept donations of money, property, or 
personal services; to cooperate with agencies 
of State and local governments, with patri- 
otic and historical societies and with Insti- 
tutions of learning; and to call upon other 
Federal departments or agencies for their 
adv.lce and assistance in carrying out the 
purposes of this joint resolution. The Com- 
mission, to such extent as It finds to be 
necessary, may, without regard to the laws 
and procedures applicable to Federal agen- 
cies, procure supplies, services, and property 
and make contracts, and may exercise those 


powers that are necessary to enable it to 
carry out efficiently and In the public In- 
terest the purposes of this joint resolution. 

(b) Expenditures of the Commission shall 
be paid by the executive officer of the Com- 
mission, who shall keep complete records of 
such expenditures and who shall account 
for all funds received by the Commission. A 
report of the activities of the Commission, 
including an accounting of funds received 
and expended, shall be furnished by the 
Commission to the Congress within one 
year following the termination of the cele- 
bration as prescribed by this joint resolu- 
tion. The Commission shall terminate upon 
submission of Its report to the Congress. 

(c) Any property acquired by the Com- 
mission remaining upon termination of the 
celebration may be used by the Secretary of 
the Interior for purposes of the national 
park system or may be disposed of as sur- 
plus property. The net revenues, after pay- 
ment of Commission expenses, derived from 
Commission activities, shall be deposited in 
the Treasury of the United States. 

Sec. 6. There are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated such Bums as may be necessary 
to carry out the provisions of this Joint res- 
olution, but In no event shall the sums 
hereby authorized to be appropriated exceed 
a total of $25,000. 


WEST VIRGINIA CENTENNIAL 
CELEBRATION 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution (S.J. Res. 213) to pro- 
vide for the actual participation of the 
United States in the West Virginia cen- 
tennial celebration. 

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. 
President, I urge favorable action on 
Senate Joint Resolution 213. The resolu- 
tion authorizes an expenditure of not to 
exceed $100,000 for the Federal Govern- 
ment’s participation in West Virginia’s 
1963 centennial celebration. The ap- 
propriation which would be authorized 
would permit the U.S. Department of 
Commerce to immediately design and 
construct commemorative exhibits which 
would deal with the 100th anniversary 
of West Virginia’s statehood. The ex- 
hibits would be displayed in a car on a 
train which would travel throughout the 
State starting on May 1, 1963. The 
resolution would also waive procurement 
statutes so as to require formal advertis- 
ing by the Government for design and 
construction of the exhibits. This waiver 
is necessary both from the standpoint 
of the element of time, and from the 
fact that the design and construction of 
the exhibits involve expert work, the 
specifications for which do not lend 
themselves readily to routine advertis- 
ing procedures. 

I cite the following record of congres- 
sional actions as possible precedents for 
approval, in this instance, of Senate 
• Joint Resolution 213: 

Connecticut, 300th anniversary of found- 
ing of colony: A joint resolution established 
a commission, to be composed of 16 mem- 
bers, for U.S. participation in observance of 
the anniversary, and authorized an appro- 
priation of $10,000 for actual and necessary 
expenses. (May 14, 1935, 49 Stat. 244.) 

Louisiana Territory, 100th anniversary of 
purchase: An act authorized a commission 
of nine members, to be appointed by the 
President, to cooperate with the local Lou- 
isiana Purchase Exposition Co. for the prep- 
aration of plans for the celebration. (A to- 
tal of $1,486,609, plus $9,500,000, reimbursa- 


ble, was appropriated under several acts, viz., 
31 Stat, 644, 1443-44; 32 Stat. 445-446, 1108; 
33 Stat. 18, 402, 35 Stat. 1026; 38 Stat. 230; 
and 39 Stat. 30.) (March 3, 1901; 31 Stat. 
1440-45.) 

Massachusetts Bay Colony, 300th anniver- 
sary of founding: A joint resolution estab- 
lished a commission of 15 members for U.S. 
participation in observance of anniversary of 
founding; and authorized an appropriation 
of $10,000 for expenses. (June 27, 1930, 46 
Stat. 827.) 

Tennessee centennial: The act created a 
board of management to be composed of 
representatives from the Executive Depart- 
ment, the Smithsonian Institution and Na- 
tional Museum, and the U.S. Fish Commis- 
sion, to aid In the holding of a centennial 
exposition at Nashville. An appropriation 
of $130,000 was made under the act. (De- 
cember 22, 1896, 29 Stat. 477.) 

Texas, 100th anniversary of Independence: 

A joint resolution established a commission 
to be composed of four persons, Including the 
Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary of 
Commerce, to represent the United States 
in connection with the exposition celebrating 
the observance of the centennial. Govern- 
ment exhibits were authorized to be dis- 
played and the heads of the departments and 
agencies were required to cooperate In the 
procurement and installation of such display. 
An appropriation of $3 million was author- 
ized. (June 28, 1936, 49 Stat. 481.) 

Last week I talked with the distin- 
guished minority leader, Senator Dirk- 
sen, and urged that the Senate Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Federal Charters, 
Holidays, and Celebrations, of which he 
is chairman, take prompt action to re- 
port the resolution. I appreciate very 
much the quick action taken by Senator 
Dirksen and the subcommittee, and I 
am further grateful for the favorable 
action taken by the Senate Judiciary 
Committee in reporting the bill to the 
Senate. This morning, while I was at 
the White House, in the company of 
Senator Mike Mansfield, the majority 
leader, and other Senators, visiting with 
the President, I asked our majority 
leader if it might yet be possible, in 
view of the short time remaining before 
congressional adjournment, to get Sen- 
ate approval of the resolution. Sena- 
tor Mansfield assured me that every 
effort would be made to bring the matter 
to the floor immediately, and he has 
kept his promise. I introduced this 
resolution in behalf of myself and my 
esteemed colleague, Senator Jennings 
Randolph, on August 7, 1962. Senator 
Randolph and I join in expressing grati- 
tude for the cooperation and support 
which we have received in bringing the 
resolution to the floor. Favorable Sen- 
ate action today will pave the way for 
House action before adjournment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
joint resolution is open to amendment. 
If there be no amendment to be pro- 
posed, the question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the joint reso- 
lution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, as follows : 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the joint reso- 
lution of June 11, 1960 (74 Stat. 204; Public 
Law 86-508) is hereby amended by adding 
the following sections immediately after sec- 
tion 3 thereof : 


Approved For Release 2004/03/31 : CIA-RDP64B00346R000200140051-3 



19640 Approved F ^eb^^^^^I?DP§£^^R0002001400^ m&er 2<? 


"Sec. 4. The Secretary of Commerce Is 
further authorized to provide for actual par- 
ticipation of the United States In the cele- 
bration. i , . . . 

"Sec. 5. In connection with such partici- 
pation, the Secretary of Commerce la. au- 
thorized to: (a) lpcur such expenses as may 
be necessary to carry out the purposes of 
this Act, Including but not limited to ex- 
penditures Involved In the selection, pur- 
chase, rental, construction, and other acqui- 
sition of exhibits and materials and equip- 
ment therefor and the actual display thereof, 
and including but not limited to related ex- 
penditures for costs of transporfffoh, Insur- 
ance, Installation, safekeeping, maintenance, 
and operation, rental of space, aid disman- 
tling; 3,11 without regard to the provisions 
of Revised Statutes 3709 (41 U.S.C. 6); (b) 
accept any gifts, loans, or donations of 
money, property, or services for use in carry- 
ing out the provisions of this Act; (c) pro- 
cure services as authorized by the Act of 
August 2, 1946 (E U.S.C. 55a), but At rates 
for Individuals not to exceed $7li per diem; 
and (d) appoint, without regard to the civil 
service laws and the Classification Act of 
1849, a* amended, such persons ss be deems 
to be necessary to carry out the provisions 
of this Act. 1 

“Sec. 6. There are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated not to exceed $ 100,(100 to carry 
out the provisions of this Act.” 


INCORPORATION OP THE MER- 
: CHANT MARINE & MARITIME 
SERVICE VETERANS ASSOCIATION 
The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 151) for the Incorporation of the 
Merchant Marine & Maritime Service 
Veterans Association which had been re- 
ported from the Committee o el the Judi- 
ciary, with an amendment, on page 13, 
after line 23, to strike out: 

Sec. 15. (a) The financial transactions of 
the corporation shall be audited annually by 
an Independent certified public accountant 
in accordance with the principles and pro- 
cedures. applicable to commercial corporate 
transactions. The audit shall be conducted 
at the place or places where the accounts of 
the corporation are normally kept. All 
books, accounts, financial records, reports, 
files, and all other papers, things, or prop- 
erty belonging to or In use by tae corpora- 
tion and necessary to facUltate the audit 
shall lie made available to the person or 
persons conducting the audit; and fill facili- 
ties for verifying transactions with the bal- 
ances or securities held by depositories, fiscal 
agents, and custodians shall be afforded to 
such person or persons. 

And, in lieu thereof, to insert: 

Sec. 15. (a) The accounts of the corpora- 
tion shall be audited annually In accordance 
with generally accepted auditing standards 
by Independent certified public accountants 
or Independent licensed public accountants, 
oertifled or licensed by a regulatory authority 
of a State or other political sulxil'lslon of 
the United States. .The audit, stall be con- 
ducted at the place or places where the ac- 
counts of the corporation are normally kept. 
All books, accounts, financial records, re- 
ports, files, and all other papers, tilings, or 
property belonging to or In use by the corpo- 
ration and necessary to facilitate tie audit 
shall be made available to the person or per- 
sons conducting the audit; and full facili- 
ties for verifying transactions with the bal- 
ances or securities held by depositaries, fiscal 
agents, and custodians shall be afforded to 
such person or persons. 

So as to make the bill read: , 

Be it enacted by the Senate ani House 
o/ Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress assembled, That the 
following named persons, to wit: Raymond 
Jacobs, Chicago, Illinois; Thomas T. McWade, 
Chicago, Illinois; Alfonso DeSoto, Chicago, 
Illinois; John Scotello, Chicago, Illinois; 
Robert Broadhead, Chicago, Illinois; Francis 
L. Staszewskl, Chicago, Illinois; E. A. Garrett,' 
Chicago, Illinois; Jack Billow, Chicago, Illi- 
nois; Stanley T. Deerlng, Chicago, Illinois; 
Richard D. Bleze, Chicago, Illinois; Winston 
E. Kalberg, Chicago, Illinois; Richard 
Christ, Chicago, Illinois; Thomas F. Skahill, 
Chicago, Illinois; Art Payne, Chicago, Illi- 
nois; Thomas V. Murphy, Chicago, Illinois; 
George Laudermlth, Chicago, Illinois; Vin- 
cent Flack, Chicago, Illinois; Terry Kenny, 
Chicago, Illinois; Joseph D. Kelly, Chicago, 
Illinois; Robert Kannberg, Chicago, Illinois; 

Robert Kaforskl, Chicago, Illinois; Captain 
David A. Jones, Chicago, Illinois; Walter J. 
Hetzel, Chicago, Illinois; Jerome J. Fahren- 
bach, Chicago, Illinois; William Berkovitz, 
Chicago, Illinois; Charles Ruffner, Chicago, 
Illinois; George Bean, Chicago, Illinois; 
Stanley M. Repel, Chicago, Illinois; Harry A. 
Skinner^ Chicago, Illinois; Roscoe j. Wil- 
liams, Chicago, Illinois; R. T. McWhlnnie, 
Chicago, Illinois; Joseph W. Zlnn, Chicago, 
Illinois; Vincente R. Santos, Chicago, Illi- 
nois; Thomas A. Ross, Chicago, Illinois; Phil 
Frovenzano, Chicago, Illinois; Charles Pagels, 
Chicago, Illinois; Mike Nosal, Chicago, Illi- 
nois; John Mlaso, Chicago, Illinois; Frank A. 
Mendyke, Chicago, Illinois; William G. May, 
Chicago, Illinois; Paul Maresky, Chicago, Illi- 
nois; James W. MacKenzle, Chicago, Illinois; 
Benjamin J. Llnkus, Chicago, Illinois; Harold 
Kowalski, Chicago, Illinois; 

Robert P. Haug, Chicago, Illinois; William 
Harmon, Chicago, Illinois; John S. Ham- 
bright, Chicago, Hlinols; August J. Goyke, 
Chicago, Illinois; William Fitch, Chicago, 
Illinois; John Dewar, Chicago, Illinois; Vern 
Colvin, Chicago, Illinois; Harold Boersma, 
Chcago, Illinois; Frank Anderson, Chicago, 
niinois; James Sheehan, Downers Grove, 
Illinois; Ira E. Bishop, Homewood, Illinois; 
Nick J. DeBrown, Franklin Park, Hlinols; 
Raymond E. Gongola, Elmwood Park, Illinois; 
Frank L. Morgan, Bensenville, Illinois; 
Michael S. Morgan, Evanston, Illinois; Well- 
ington Collldge, Glenview, Illinois; Darrell B. 
Conant, Oak Park, Illinois; W. S. Boltenstern, 
Cambridge, Hlinols; 

Earl V. Zafft, Lake Villa, Illinois; Raymond 

L. Loftesness, Sioux Falls, South Dakota; 
Eugene A. Peterson, Sioux Falls, South Da- 
kota; Dale D. Dean, Sioux Falls, South 
Dakota; Wilbur Reeder, Sioux Falls, South 
Dakota; E. K. Verley, Sioux Falls, South 
Dakota; Floyd W. Reed, Pickstown, South 
Dakota; Donald C. Ahern, Brookings, South 
Dakota; Joe R. McAllister, Madison, South 
Dakota; Captain Clair F. Bee, Cornwall on 
the Hudson, New York; Captain Benjamin 
W. Barbander, Lakevlew, New York; 
Eleuterio Rosa, Bronx, New York; Richard 

M. Stevenson, Binghamton, New York; 
Warren Peterson, Minneapolis, Minnesota; 
Frank H. Throop, Marshall, Minnesota; Rich- 
ard R. Powers, Clarksville, Tennessee; Charles 
R. Kluge, Gary, Indiana; Ralph S. Floyd, 
Boston, Massachusetts; Leonard A. Cernik, 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin; 

Martin Avignon, Junior, Laurel, Missis- 
sippi; Paul H. Apmann, Saint Petersburg, 
Florida; Elton .Dalln, Ashtabula, Ohio; Gor- 
don Westford, Upham, North Dakota; J. 
Frederick Wormcke, Washington, District of 
Columbia; Thomas Williams, Davidson, North 
Carolina; Frank A, Joslyn, Rock Rapids, 
Iowa; Domenico Gallo, Danbury, Connecti- 
cut; Charles Shaw, Detroit, Michigan; John 
Roscoe, Pueblo, Colorado; Jack Reed, Grand 
Bay, Alabama; Frank Harveston, Augusta, 
Georgia^ Patrick Vergil, doctor of veterinary 
medicine. Sulphur, Oklahoma; Richard 
Meurer, Billings, Montana; James N. Jones, 
Saint Louis, Missouri; Robert Hotchkiss, 
Sedley, Virginia; George Holland, New Provi- 
dence, New Jersey; Laurence N. Holden, 
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Pawtucket, Rhode Island; James Ch rystal. 
New Orleans, Louisiana; Elwln B. Benign, 
O’Neill, Nebraska; Robert E. Armstrong, 
Junior, Portland, Maine; Sterling Hayden, 
Hollywood, California; Richard L. Anderson, 
Baltimore, Maryland; Paul Gehris, Wyomis- 
sing, Pennsylvania; 

K. J. Bailey, Gurnee, Illinois; Harold 
Whitaker, Holland, Minnesota; Anthony P. 
Velligan, Gary, Indiana; Leland S. -Sorensen, 
Vlborg, South Dakota; Francis W. Smith. 
New Haven, Connecticut; Robert R. Shebal, 
San Diego, California; Everett E. Robertson, 
Junior, Oakland City, Indiana; Thomas J. 
O’Connor, Los Angeles, California; Edward 
M. Meagher, Munster, Indiana; B. Alan 
Stone, Colorado Springs, Colorado; Captain 
B. Ralph Ludy, Braintree, Massachusetts; 
James H. Kruser, Toledo, Ohio; Delbert W. 
Houts, Chippewa Falls, Wisconsin; James 
P. Grant, Washington, District of Colum- 
bia; Anton A. Bernackl, Chicago, Illinois; 
William Grabiak, Mount Pleasant, Pennsyl- 
vania; Ken Bruckelmeyer, Worth, Hlinols; 
Clifford Gartmann, Wausau, Wisconsin; 
Harry C. Douglas, Groton, Connecticut; R. 

E. Day, San Francisco, California; Kenneth 

F. Clausen, Fond du Lao, Wisconsin; R. A. 
Chambers, Buffalo, New York; M. M. Boker, 
Fort Pierce, Florida; Richard M. Blelski, 
Sioux Falls, South Dakota; Ray J. Arkell, 
Iona, Minnesota; Bernard R. Wiese, Sheldon, 
Iowa; Arle Van Ryn, Hoboken, New Jersey; 
James Swlnford, Louisville, Ohio; 

John W. Stone, Boothbay Harbor, Maine; 
Sam Stephenson, Lead, South Dakota; 
Charles J. Stelchen, Gardena, California; 
George L. Smokovltch, Escanaba, Michigan; 
Philip M. Resseglve, Brooklyn, New York; 
Bud Pierson, Marietta, Georgia; Lieutenant 
Commander M. A. Parker, U.S.M.S. Saint 
Petersburg, Florida; Orville Cole, Biloxi, 
Mississippi; John B. Orrand, Nashville, 
Tennessee; Stanley P. Morris, Stonlngton, 
Connecticut; Donald W. McKone, Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia; William A. Mc- 
Gregor, North Providence, Rhode Island; 
Leonides Lopez, New York, New York; Pat- 
rick J. Hurley, Dorchester, Massachusetts; 
Paul A. Hoirlis, Parma, Ohio; John R. Haw- 
kins, East Gary, Indiana; Warren A. Fergu- 
• son, Sheffield, Massachusetts; Evan O. Davis, 
Gary, Indiana; Captain William W. Clen- 
daniel, Baltimore, Maryland; Arthur Cham- 
bless. Mobile, Alabama; Clyde M. Case, Muk- 
wonago, Wisconsin; Francis J. Brady, Clear- 
water, Florida; R. J. Bish, York, Pennsyl- 
vania; Captain John L. Beebe, New Shrews- 
bury, New Jersey; Raymond F. HUtgen, Tor- 
rance, California; and Robert A. Graves, 
Minneapolis, Minnesota; and their succes- 
sors, are hereby created and declared to be 
a body corporate of the District of Columbia, 
where its legal domicile shall be, by the name 
of the Merchant Marine and Maritime Serv- 
ice Veterans Association (hereinafter re- 
ferred to as the corporation) , and by such 
name shall be known and have perpetual 
succession and the powers, limitations, and 
restrictions herein contained. 

COMPLETION OP ORGANIZATION 

Sec. 2. A majority of the persons named 
in the first section of this Act, acting in 
person or by written proxy, are authorized to 
complete the organization of the corporation 
by the selection of officers and employees, 
the adoption of a constitution and bylaws 
not inconsistent with this Act, and the doing 
of such other acts as may be necessary for 
such purpose. 

PURPOSES OP THE CORPORATION 

Sec. 3. The purposes of the corporation' 
shall be to foster appreciation for the war- 
time services of veterans of the American 
Merchant Marine and the United States Mari- 
time Service, and the betterment of the 
plight of said veterans, through recognized 
methods of obtainment; the perpetuation of 
the Memorial Day shipboard ceremony to 
honor the wax dead of these services, as 
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